Eoute 12 - Old Receiver Uo.id 
Frederick, Hd. 21701 

April 1, 1977 

Lyncial L* Shancyfelt 
6125 Yanion Terrace 
Alexandria , Va . 22307 

l^ar Itr* Shauayfalt; 

X have received your bill for falsiely represented expert teatiniony at $35*00 au hour* 
Ouspeakably arrogant and Indecent as 1» this fraudulent misrepresentation, it is far 
from your worst offenses against decency. 

You misused the processes of the court and the imnvunity it granted you to iriake falsa 
and defamatory remarks about me titat wore in no way relevant to the deposition’s pur- 
poses or the questions asked of you* Tou said you had wanted to sue me over luy writing 
In one book only, that which deals with the auppreeaion of photographic avidencs in 
the so-callsd investigation of the assassismtion of an American Fresldent. You, of 
course, were the photographic expert ia t^^at ” laves tlgat loti. 

Tour purposes wore obvious, to try to poison the wall of Information available to 
judges and to pretend that I do not know what I say, that I have soma Vlad of Insldi- 
otjs ulterior purpose in an entirely unpaid labor of many years. 

How that book was publlshad tan yeans ago. It was the third of the books in which I 
addressed your work. Whatever you may have diacuased with the Office of Legal Counsel 
of the FBI ten years ago or at any earlier or subsequent timOa aeither you nor any 
other FBI agent nor any vJarren Co.mission couascl or Member nor any other one person 
of all the hundreds about whom I have written in seven books has written or phoned me 
to complain of unfair treatment* 

In the deposition you claimed a desire of ten years ago to sue me* You’ll do that when 
shrimps whistle from the backs of cows jupiping over a green*-* cheese moon! It would have 
been improper for me to raapond when you pulled what I presirua is the practice of a 
life-time of e^superieuee at dirty tricks in the guise of testimony. ICowever^ at the 
end of the session I did toil Hr* ^ioschella of the FSI’e Office of Legal Cousnel that 
If you vent to ©u* I’ll be only too happy to waive any statutory llmitatlone* You can 
accept tills letter as that i^^aiver* 

I remember enough of what I wrote ten years ago to be cemfidant you will not sue and 
will not subject to fisiaminatlon what you did and did not do as the photographic expert 
when yoruc Preoldeat was killed and you we«e among those whose responsibility it was to 
pravant harm to hisi. 

You reenacted the crime » v/ith the wrong and from the wrong place* Your re- 

enactment of those six seconds that ntilltfled our system of society was 30 percent in 
error aa a result. You were aware of this error and assured those whoso ’^expert’^ you 
were not to be concerned, that you had added a mark to Indicate the potoc at which 
shots were fired. 

i{ithout your years of FBI training and experience, I would not call this charade a 
recnaeteient. 

You testified to your nurAberlng of the framea of the film of the assassination* In 
your numbering ytm just Btanegsd to ©kip from 207 to 212* You described aa 212 what 
quite clearly is not 212 but is in part 212 and pert 20S* !4htt a resiarkable coinci- 
dence when in the official account It is at 210 that the ^resident could have been hit 
for the first time* 
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On th±B crucial photograplilc evidence you to a atraight*-llno relationship 

batw^eea this photoc^rapher, the late /i}>raham )6aprridcr, and aBOthe^% Phil *>?illls. You 
oven prepared an elaborate exhibit I reproduced in faesi^aila* It shows this straight-- 
line relatimiahlp between both cavtoraso with the President between the^i, the photo- 
graph you selected tor your exhibit was snapi>ad, by tmlveraal agraouj^mt and 100 percent 
of the testlrioi^y^ after the l^resldest had been hit. 

Your expert testimony did not include whether or not Willis is shown inttlxa Zapruder 
fila at this point, as absolutely uecassary for the official account of the asoassl- 
nation to be within posolbllity. 

nor did your expert test|jiiony to the Cos^aiasion include any inforruatioa about what the 
laotioii picture film coputred and preserved that is not visible oa projection. Ihia is 
a rmtt&x about which in the testimony for ^ich you now claim export fees you also at-* 
tempted to obfuscate. 

On exposure that 3?ovle film caputred 20 to 25 percent more than is visible on pro.jec*- 
tion. This fila^, bet^feen th© sprocket holes, also happe^ned to disapt>ear forever 

when tliose four fruits were rosioved froa tha original. It is not duplicated in the 
copying process, as you also know and did not testify to. Thus, the one poasiblo means 
of establishing photographically whether or not Mills was in Kapruder’s at the 

tisie he had to be for the FBI^s explanation of the assassination to begin to tenable 

disappeared forever - and this was not^ included in your expert tostimony. 

Without benefit of your years of FBI training and experience, X was able to address 
this defialtiveiy ia a manner that oscaped your vaunted ©ixpertise. I did examna this 
marginal tanterial, this 20 to 25 percent of the film that you never once testified to 
when it was your solc^i, I think close to sacred, obligation to testify to it. X eir-‘ 

amined this marginal ssutarlal in the in^iividual slides made by IIFE ia those 

f raises that were aot aosieliow destroyed without your giving any testiiaony on that, 
either. Exs^ainatloii of the franaea prior to tliose dostroynd ahowa that pri or to Tmme 
210 V/illlsj had his picture, removed Ms cojibera from bis eye and hdd walked into 

the street, exactly he teatifisd. 

Tills lacaias, of course, that hla picture of the President after the President had bean 
shot was taken before Fraiae 210 and oa this basis alone destroys youfand the FBI*c^ 
’'solution^' to the crine. 

Consistent with this, you^^'re.-snacteeat” of the crime was predicated upon that saese 
shot having struck he Fresident in the neck, Mth this preconception tlie photographs 
of the reenactxaent do the iiaposoibility of that shot also having itiflicted all 

five xfounds on Goromor Comially, another requirement of the ‘‘solution^- to that 

^st horrible of erssaes. 

Xu my continuing work and thonks to FOIA, I was kb la to obtain other suppressed official 
evidence. Incrodl^>la as it may seem, the TiiZ never obtained the official certificate 
of death and in those boasted-of thotisands of its reports and the Coiaridsslon’s 300 
cubic feat of files ttiure was no single rsfercnc<i to the axlatence of a death certifi^ 
cate. It wna executcfi by the Prealdent’s own physician, Admiral George Burkley. I 
recall no FBI interview with Dr. Burkl^y nor any Indication of any FBI intere^^t in a 
death cortlfleate^ Undaunted, you went ahead with your photographic expertise. And 
thus you had no interforence from the fact that the death certificate shows your reen-* 
actment, based on all those years of FBI e.^'perience, was a fake. The Prejsldent waa 
wounded, in the words of that death cartlfic ate, at the '■ level of the third tiK>rocic 
vertebra. ' Tala As siK inches lowar than your expertise placed it In your ^’reenact-' 
meat.' 

>Jltho«t this very special kind of exoar ti'ito , I sm sure you see the ralsvance of 
the foregoing to continuing quest for the relevant scientific testa, includin'?^ 
those allegedly performed ou the President’s <^arsienta. 



3 



Kswory la fragil* and cosiparad to what It was *tiae haa failed. These 13 years, years 
la which there was no F31 to pay me or regard mo with a retlreaient while X undertook 
to do aa much as 1 could of what tf»a FSI waa supposed to do and did not do, have taken 
a heavy toll. Perhaps the most difficult of these strains Is tha amotion of following 
up on such erpertlae as yours. Hy memory way be faulty, biit I dot uot recall your 
expert testimony on the Zaptudar camera including either its olo-motlon capability or 
the means by which It Is activated, 'fhe motion of his finger of a fraction of an inch 
when he was shocked and traabilng could have activated the slow motion. Thla, of 
course, would have reduced the few acccrn'ls of time even inore. 

Then there ia the report of rJallas FSI Agent Robert H. Barrett in wlilch he stated feJjat 
you aa an expert knew could not be true, that Zaoruder had told him ‘'the catRsra was sat to td 
take normal speevi jsavia flJi«» or 24 frames per aecond.'* tour expertise did not include 
correcting this, dormal ia indicated at 16 frames par second. SlW'f notion Is 24 frames 
per second, tour compjjtint* against me do not Include my reproduction of this formerly 
suppreoaad Barrett report In facsimile. 

Taasa are not all the matters relating to you about which I have written. They also 
are not all the resaoiis you will aot dare sue m, 

1 know of no errors la my vrorlt, large as ay published work is, that do not eooe from 
trusting the FBI's word, as with this Barrett report you did not correct. 

If what I have publlshad in not cnoui^h to give you grounds for salt, then I here add 
more. 1 believe you failed la your obliaatlons when you were raaponaible for part of 
the InvestlgatioH of the assasainatXon of a Frealdant, with all that means, including 
the negation of rapTesantativ® society. I ballave your failure was not because you lid 
not know batter - that it was dellbarato - and that the results include the mislaadlng 
of a Presidential Coaaiasion and the deception of a grieving nation. 

yith these ss!!^Jnsa|/of your self-’Otyled eapertlae, I think it is apparent that you are 
the last person in the world I would call a» aa expert witness. And you very well Kiow, 
m does Mr, Frasier who made th& same obsesae demands upon ao, that I called you pursu- 
ant to the decision of the federal court of appeals in its daplsion la So. 75-2021. 

Sfliila there la other ralavaat language in this decision. It i^hould suffice to repeat*. 



The data which plaintiff seeks to lu»v« produced, if It exlats, are matters 
of interest not only to him but to the nation. Surely their eKlstaace or nonajs- 
iatsuce should be determined speedily on tha basis of fee best availabla evidanc® 



l»a» the witnessaa who bad personal knowledge of the events at the ti»«s tha ia- 
vestlgatlon was aada. 

Without i?o33l1>llity of thU inelu^m you, Fraaicr and others I should call 

but cannot to afford to call. Without posaibAHty ox doubt this proaludcs, 

aud to tha government's knwledge praclttdo.a , the poaelbillty that ware called aa 
an es?«rt witness aad are In any way entitled to such extortioxiate fees. Your ques- 
tloaing wan litnlted to a narrow interpretation o£ the lasigaai^a of tha deeixtion* 



I cannot be certain until I read the transcript, I do believe that your t^atlt:iony 
waa not entirely faithful to feet. I have already inquired of the Archives about the 
aalargeKMSuta sthowit^ the dtm&ge to tlte curbstone to which you testified. The Archives 
report® It liaa no such pictures by yon. 



Concents of what ia right and wrong, decent and iadacant> are in<l.ivid«al matters. As 
a prisoner of war escort ^uard ia V?orld War II X bad cjcteusive exparlance ^th man whose 
concepts were radically dtfferant from ^ixe. They worn ssca who co?ssidared anything done 
iu pnrawaaco of an order right atid proper, who iievsr quastionod aa ord«):r. It has 
been anything but pleasant to study what is termed tka official invest Igatien of the 
as3a6.sination of a President, the investigation of which you were ao important a part. 
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But I -mi^t tell you that In r lon^, lifetiiuo; of liaving to dail yfith the sordid and 
the wrong-^hezadod, I recall nothing as shocking and to as obaico'R 42 as your arrogant 
demand for pay^nent at $35.00 an hour for court- ordered testiiaony* 

Have you no sh.^ne? 



^Incorely, 



Harold Welflb<sirg 



ca; Hon. John Pratt 
AUS/i Hlehasl I-fyan 



